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Purpose
.
The present study will attempt to explore the impact of
both the qualitative nature (Psychological Presence) and the
quantitative degree (Quantitative Presence) of the father's
availability on the personality development of late ado-
lescent males. For example, it is hypothesized that psycho-
logical and quantitative presence are positively related to
certain aspects of personality adjustment in late adolescent
males. One aspect of personality adjustment which will receive
specific attention in the present investigation, is the effect
o 1 Paternal factors on the sex role development of male ado-
lescents. A review of the literature relating to paternal
influences on the young boy's masculine development will provide
the basis for hypotheses relating to sex role adjustment in
later life.
The effect of paternal presence on the interrelationships
between sex role and personality development needs further
clarification. Studies relating to sex role have tended to deal
primarily with the young boy's engaging in specific behaviors
which are viewed as being traditionally masculine. The limited
evidence which relates to sex role adjustment in later life is
both less specific with regard to the actual behavior manifested,
and less conclusive (Biller, 1967 ). While some evidence will be
presented which suggests that early paternal influences may
have a lasting effect on the sex role adjustment of male ado-
lescents, other findings Indicate that the effect of the early
2father-son relationship Is eventually reflected in the type
of overall fiersonanty adjustment achieved by the adolescent,
and not in his sex role adjustment per se. (Mussen, l 96l).
In' line with these findings is the fact that a major
portion of a boy's sex role behavior during the period between
childhood and late adolescence is open to modification as a
result of factors such as peer group involvements, contact
with older male models, and societal demands regarding sex-
typed behavior. Hence, while the effects of paternal influences
of the adolescent's earlier sex role development may still be
reflected to a limited degree, it is expected that the more
explicit manifestation of the father's influence will be
reflected on those measures which tap the more subtle as
well as global aspects of the adolescent's personality function-
ing.
Few systematic studies have been directly concerned with
paternal influences on adolescent adjustment. In response to
the apparent need to clarify these relationships, as well as
hopefully to generate new hypotheses, the current investi-
gation will be essentially exploratory in nature.
Most i/iieoris'Gs agree that the initial stages of person-
ality development involve a "process of processes whereby the
child through imitation, modeling, or intro ject ion acquires
traits, characteristics and values similar to the parent"
(Hetherlngton, 19b5» p.188). Psychoanalytic theory has
stressed the effects of the father’s punitiveness and the son’s
need to identify with the aggressor. Learning theorists tend
3
to detail the facilitating effects of paternal warmth and
nurturanoe in promoting appropriate development (Mowrer,
1950). The status envy theory proposed by Burton and Whiting
(±9 (>1 ) emphasizes that a son will learn appropriate behavior
only if he sees his father as the primary consumer of re-
sources, while other advocates of the social power viewpoint
(Bandura & Walters, 1963) indicate that a boy’s eventual
adjustment is closely tied to the father’s ability to dominate
and control the dispensing of rewards and punishments. Although
the nature of the father-son relationship is variously defined
by these authors, each stresses the central importance of the
father’s qualitative as well as quantitative presence during
the son’s early developmental years.
While theorists tend to agree that a child’s identifi-
cation with the parent of the same sex facilitates person-
ality adjustment, other factors may also have an important
effect. For example, presence of older male siblings, avail-
ability of father surrogates, maternal influences, and socio-
economic status appear on occasion to mitigate the negative
influence of poor fathering.
In order to evaluate the notion of continuity between
childhood and late adolescence, the effects of qualitative
and quantitative paternal influences on the personality and
sex role development of both adolescents and young boys will
be considered.
ZigZ^lQ 1ogical Presence.
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Psychological presence refers to those qualitative aspects
of the father- s involvement with his son which, during; child-
hood, tended to either assist or hinder the boy's personality
development. More specifically, studies with young boys have
suggested that psychological qualities such as the father’s
nurturance, his positive involvement with the child, the
degree to which he is a disciplinarian and sets limits, and
the degree to which he is seen as powerful and dominant,
are all variables which seem to have an important effect on
personality and sex role adjustment (Biller, 1969a; Mussen &
Distler, 1959 ; Mussen & Rutherford, 1963; Sears, 1951). Boys
whose fathers lack these pyschological qualities are typically
assumed to be less masculine and aggressive, and more depen-
dent and emotionally unstable, than boys who come from hones
where the father is more psychologically involved and avail-
able.
Conclusions regarding a boy’s personality development
based on the effects of the inter-relationship of paternal
nurturance, limit setting, and. dominance, have also been
reported. Several authors (Biller 1969a; Mussen & Rutherford,
1963 ) suggest that there is a stronger relationship between
paternal involvement, and personality and sex role adjustment
when nurturance and limit setting are both taken into account
than when either is considered separately. That is, the degree
to which the father is nurturant with his son and sets limits
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for him, seems to influence the decree to which the child
views himself as an adequate and well functioning person.
Adolescent populations have also provided findings which
appear consistent with the view that personality adjustment
in enhanced by a father who is seen as qualitatively avail-
able. Mussen ( 1961 ), for example, found that adolescents
who regarded their fathers as warm and affectionate showed
stronger masculine interests, whereas those whose relation-
snips with the father were less favorable showed more feminine
interests. The group with warm father relationships was also
found to be emotionally more stable and superior on measures
of adjustment, while adolescents whose relations with the
father were less favorable tended to be more dependent,
attention seeking and generally more socially immature.
Similarly, Heilbrun (1962) reported data that suggested that
adolescents who perceived themselves as being unlike their
fathers, tended to be more anxious, feminine, socially immature,
and lacking in self-confidence (Cosent ino & Heilbrun, 1964 ;
Heilbrun & Fromme
, 1965; Heilbrun, 1963, 1964 ).
Furthermore, while several studies (Moulton et al.
,
1966) have indicated that the combined effect of paternal
nurturance and limit setting appears to be effective in re-
inforcing masculine sex typing in college students, Bron-
fenbrenner (1961) has also suggested that the development of
qualities such as leadership, responsibility, and social
maturity in adolescent males is closely associated with a
father-son relationship which is not only nurturant, but
6includes a strong component of paternal discipline.
Hence, these findings suggest that the relationship
between the father* s psychological unavailability and ado-
lescent maladjustment will tend to be reflected in the ado-
lescent* s tendency to view himself as being more anxious,
defensive, feminine, as well as less confident and socially
mature, that adolescents whose fathers were more positively
available during childhood.
Quant itative Pre sence
.
ihe quantitative presence-absence dimension may be con-
ceptualized as the degree to which a father is physically
present and available, present but unavailable, or totally
absent from the home during a boy’s childhood. Systematic
studies of the effect of the unavailable but present father
were not found. Since the intent of the present investigation
is to study the effects of the unavailability of the present
father, the conclusions reached on the basis of the father
absent literature will be seen as providing suggestions re-
garding the potential effects this type of ’extreme father
unavailability* may have on the late adolescent.
Several authors have indicated that young boys who have
been deprived of a paternal model tend to be relatively less
masculine and aggressive, more anxious and dependent, and
tend to have more difficulty in forming peer relationships
than do father present boys (Bach, 19^6; Biller, IS 68 ;
Lynn & Sawrey, 1959; Stolz, 195*0. There is also evidence
that father absent boys not only tend to be less effective
7in thoir academic and interpersonal functioning (Biller
,
1969c), but they also appear to participate In more anti-
social activities than father present boys (McCord et al.
,
1962 ).
Similar results have also been found with father absent
adolescent males. Studies which tap the more covert levels
of the adolescent's self perception tend to find relation-
ships between father absence and sex role adjustment (Barclay
& Cusumano, 196?). More direct measures of masculine behavior
tend to yield fewer significant results,
A recent review of the father absent literature pre-
sents findings which tend to suggest that there is a more
observable relationship between early paternal absence
ana emotional immaturity
,
delinquency, and personality dys-
functioning among late adolescents than between early absence
and sex role (Biller, 1969c). For example, Suedfield (1967)
found Peace Corps volunteers who had been father absent
during childhood were not only more likely to terminate pre-
maturely
,
but that their reasons were most often associated
with psychiatric factors as well as more general problems
of adjustment. In the same vein, although father absence does
not necessarily lead to maladjustment, it does appear that the
probability of maladjustment is higher for father absent moles.
Clinical studies relating to the effect of father absence on
adjustment indicate a, higher degree of emotional problems
for father absent males (Wylie & Delgado, 1959 ).
8
Thus, while father absence may have only a limited
effect on overt indices of sex role adjustment, these
findinss tend to suggest that more general measures of
personality adjustment might be expected to show a somewhat
stronger relationship to paternal unavailability.
Returning momentarily to the implications of these
studies
,
it should be remembered that since the current
investigation is concerned with the effects of the un-
available but present father and not the effects of the totally
absent father per se
,
the results just considered should
be regarded as essentially suggestive. There is some justi-
fication for this since the amount of father absence in
these studies varied from nine months a year to complete
absence during childhood. This variation, although highlight-
ing the potential shortcoming of viewing these findings as a'
unifxed and definitive body of information, raises the possi-
bility that limited father absence may also exert an influence
coercive enough to manifest itself in terms of the dependent
variables already documented above.
While cross cultural investigations (Burton & Whiting,
1961 j Romney, 1965 ) tend to suggest that males have a high
degree of emotional conflict in societies where fathers are
low in availability, only one article was found which tended
to deal directly with the effect of limited father absence
on the male's personality development. In a study of five
year old boys, Biller( 1.969b ) found only a slight and some-
what curvilinear relationship between increasing amounts
9of paternal absence and poor sex role development. A
possible explanation for this lack of definitive results
may indicate that the degree of father unavailability in
father' present families becomes a significant factor only
as it approaches the more extreme limits.
Before proceeding to a more explicit statement of the
hypotheses for this study, the inter-related effects of
the father* s quantitative as well as psychological presence
should be considered. Biller (1969c ) found results which
suggest that in father present homes, the amount of time
the father spends at home is not as important as the quality
of the father’s relationship with his son. Hence, while both
the quantitative and psychological unavailability of the
father who is present in the home can have a disruptive
effect on the personality adjustment of male adolescents,
it is expected that the qualitative nature of the father-son
relationship will have a more decisive influence on the son’s
later adjustment.
Inline with the exploratory nature of this study, the
hypotheses listed below should be viewed os somewhat spec-
ulative. It is anticipated that more detailed analyses of
the findings will not only result in providing new evidence
relating to the late adolescents' personality development,
but also will result in the generating of other hypotheses
for future research.
Hypothe si s I
It is expected that there will be a positive relation-
ship between psychological father presence, and boys'
masculinity and personality adjustment.
Hypothesis I I
It is expected that there will be a stronger relation-
ship between combined paternal affection-power and
boys* masculinity and personality adjustment than when
either paternal affection or power are considered sep-
arately.
Hypothesis III
' It is expected that there will be a positive relation-
ship between quantitative father presence, and boys'
masculinity and personality adjustment.
Hypothesis 1^
It is expected that there will be a stronger relation-
ship between psychological father presence and boys'
masculinity and personality adjustment, than between
quantitative father presence and boys' masculinity and
personality adjustment.
METHOD
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I
. Subjects.
Subjects included in this study were selected from
a group of 211 male undergraduates enrolled in an Intro-
ductory Psychology course at the University of Massachusetts.
In order to arrive at a more homogeneous population, 39 subject!
were excluded from this sample. Those excluded were adol-
‘
escents from homes where either of the original parents were
aead or divorced, and where they were under the care of step-
parents, foster parents or guardians. Futhermore
,
subjects
whose fathers had been absent from the family for a single
period of time exceeding 6 months during his childhood, or
for more than 10 months during his entire life, were also
excluded. The resulting sample consisted of 172 Caucasian
males from intact homes who range in age from }8-25 years,
with a mean of 18. 9 years.
II. Experimental Measures.
A. Questi onnaire : A questionnaire consisting of 43 items
was divised to obtain demographic information about the
subject as well as extensive information about various
aspects of his family background (Appendix A). This
questionnaire was based, in part, on the Family Life
Inventory designed by Winch (1962). Included in the
current questionnaire are items reflecting the subject's
perception of the quantitative presence of his parents,
and their psychological presence. This questionnaire
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method of assessing parental behavior assumes that
the adolescent’s perception of his parents is based,
for the most part, on his interactions with them.
There Is evidence (Schaefer, 1965) suggesting that the
adolescent's direct reports are valid reflections of
parental behavior. Yet, since several of the items in
this questionnaire relate to the adolescent's sub-
jective perception of his parents, any statement about
paternal behavior on the basis of the present findings
must be qualified by the phrase "as perceived or report-
ed by the adolescent".
( 1 ) Psychological Presence
;
Psychological presence refers
to the more qualitative aspects of the father's
.presence in the home. Various aspects of psycho-
logical presence are measured by five scales, each
containing five items. These scales are 1 Positivey
Involvement, Nurturance
,
Limit Setting, Rejection,
and Dominance (Appendix B). The first four scales
refer to the subject's perception of his relation-
ship with his father as a child growing up, and
were administered a second time to provide similar
information with respect to his mother. These items
were presented in random order. The scoring procedure
for these scales was developed on the basis of data
derived from a pilot study (Appendix C). Studies of
the validity and independence of these four scales
were carried out (Appendix D). The fifth Psychological
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Presence scale reflects the subject.
s perception
of the relative dominance In the household of
father as opposed to mother.
(a) Po sitive Involvement (Pos): This scale consists
of five items which measure the degree of accept-
ance shown by the parent for the child. The
emphasis is on the positive emotional involve-
ment between parent and child, including both
specific forms of involvement and more general,
pervasive types of involvement. Scores for each
item on the scale range from 1 (Very Seldom) to
5 (Very Frequently). Thus, the scale has a possible
score range of 5-25 with a low score indicating
a lesser degree of Pos.
(b) Nurturance (Nur) : This scale consists of five
items which measure the nurturant, caretaking
attitudes shown by the parent for the child and
reflect various degrees of emotional expressive-
ness. Scores for each item on the scale range from
1 (Very Seldom) to 5 (Very Frequently), and scores
for the entire scale range from 5 -25 * with a low
score indicating a less nurturant attitude on the
part of the parent.
(e) Rejecti on (Rej): These five items indicate
various degrees of hostility of rejection express-
ed by the parent toward the child. Scores for each
Item on the scale range from 1 (Very Frequently)
to 5 (Very Seldom). Thus the scale has a possible
score range of 5-25, with a low score Indicating
greater rejection perceived by the subject from
his parent. This reversal in scoring Is necess-
ary so that all four scales are scored in such s
way that a. low score reflects perceived negative
parental qualities.
(d) Li 1m 1 1 Se t 1
1
ng (Lim) : Those five items reflect
the degree of control exercised by the parent over
the child 5 s behavior and arc written in such a way
as to minimize possible hostile or punitive comp-
onents of such control. This scale was scored in
the same way as Pos and Nur, and a low score here
indicates a parent perceived as less controlling.
(e) Dominance (Dorn): The five items on this scale
reflect the subject’s perception of which parent's
wishes were more important .and which parent was
the decision-maker in various aspects of family
living. Scores for this scale may range from 5-33
with low scores indicating maternal dominance and
high scores reflecting paternal dominance.
(2) Quantitative Presence
:
Quantitative presence refers
to the physical availability or unavailability of
the father in the home during the subject’s child-
hood. The scale consists of 10 items, six of which
refer to his presence in the home while four items
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reflect his absence. These Items were ranked on a
continuum from low (Rank 1: "Away from homo and
children for weeks and months at a time,") to high
(Rank 10: "Home all day with family and children.")
quantitative presence by the author, and this rank-
ing was compared with that of six independent judges
who were graduate students in clinical psychology.
The resulting reliability coefficient (using Spear-
mans rho) was significant at less that .01, one-
tailed (r=. 994 ) . The subjects were presented the 10
items in a randomized order. Each of the items was
rated by the subject on a five-point scale ranging
from "Very Frequently" to "Very Seldom". Possible
scores on this scale range from a low of 151 to a high
of 359 (Appendix E). The above scale was also used to
assess the subject’s perception of his mother’s
quantitative presence in the home during his child-
hood.
B. Mea sures of Sex Typing and Personality Mjustment : Two
personality measures were administered in this study
since certain of the sub-scales on each test relate to
sex typing and personality adjustment.
(1) Adjective Check List (ACL): The ACL is a person-
ality measure which consists of 24 scales com-
prising a total of 300 adjectives (Gough & Heilbrus,
1965). Two scales were selected for the
present
study. The Masculinity-Femininity scale
(M-F)
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recently devised by Hellbrun (1964), was included
as one of the measures of sex role development
(Appendix l1 ) • Ihe seconci. measure se3.ected was the
Personality Adjustment scale (Per Ad j )
.
(2) California Psychologi cal Inventory (CPI): This person-
ality measure consists of 18 scales and contains a
total of 480 statements (Gough, 1964). Three scales
were selected for the present study. The Femininity
Scale (Fern) was included as a measure of sex role
development. The Sense of Well Being Scale (Sen),
and the Socialization Scale (Soc) were selected as
measures of personality adjustment.
III. Procedure .
The subjects were met in groups which included both male
and female undergraduates, and two experimenters (one male and
one female) participated in the administration. All three
measures were administered in one testing session of approx-
imately two hours duration. To Insure confidentiality and
facilitate honesty on the part of the subjects, subject numbers
instead of names were used on all testing material. The measures
were administered in the following sequence:
(1) Questionnaire
(2) Adjective Check List
(3) California Psychological Inventory
1?
RESULTS
Combined Measures
Intercorrelations of the subjects’ scores on the
Quantitative and Psychological Presence measures reveal
relationships which resulted in the formation of certain
combined measures (Appendix G).
Pos, Nur, and Rej were found to be correlated at the
.001 level of significance. The subject's total score on
these 3 measures of paternal affection will be labelled
Psy-NPR
.
The Psy-NPR scale ha.s a possible range of 15-75
with a low score indicating a lesser degree of emotional
involvement.
Lim and Dom were found to be significantly correlated
at the .05 level of significance. This measure which con-
sists of items reflecting -paternal power was entitled
Psy-DL. The Psy-DL scale has a possible range of 10-58
with a low score indicating a lesser degree of paternal
power.
A total Psychological Presence scale ( Psy-Tot ) con-
sisting of the 5 scales previously cited was also devised.
While the intercorrelations of these scales are not univer-
sally significant, previous research findings have indi-
cated that paternal affection and power tend to be more
significantly related to the son's personality and sex
role adjustment than when either is considered seperately
IB
(Biller, 1969a; Mussen & Rutherford, 1963 ). The Psy-Tot
scale has a possible range of 25-133 with a low score in-
dicating a lesser degree of psychological involvement.
An evaluation of the relationship between the Psycho
-
logical Iresence sca-les and the Quantitative Presence
scale suggests that these measures are somewhat inter-
correlated. Although Re j and Dorn reflected an absence of
relationship, Nur (r=il6) and Lim (r=;l8) were correlated at
the
.05 level of significance, and Pos (r=.27) was signifi-
cant at the .01 level. Due to these small yet significant
relationships, statements relating to the differential
effects of Quantitative Presence and certain types of
Psychological Presence must be viewed with some caution.
Statisti cal Analysis
Prior to the analyses, means and standard deviations
were calculated for each of the independent variables
(Appendix K). The subject population for each independent
variable was then divided into relatively equal high,
medium, and low groups (Appendix I). Each of the high,
medium, and low Quantitative Presence groups were also sub-
divided further into high, medium, and low for each cf the
Psychological Presence scales (Appendix J). The overall
mean and. standard deviation for the cell n’s of the latter
subdivision are 19.11 and 5.82, respectively.
Single-factor and two-factor Least Square Analyses of
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Variance for Unequal Subclasses were employed for the
major e.nalyses in this study (Winer, 1962), The analyses
done focused on the 9 independent variables and 5 dependent
variables listed below.
Independent Variables
Nurturance (Nur) Positive Involvement (Pos)
Rejection (Rej) Combined Nur, Pos, Rej (Psy-NPR)
Limit Setting (L'lm) Combined Dorn, Lira (Psy-DL)
Dominance (Dorn) Quantitative Presence (Quant-P)
Psychological Presence Total (Psy-Tot)
Dependent Variable s
Sex Role Measures : Masculinity-Feminity (M-F)
Feminity (Fern)
Adjustment Measures: Socialization (Soc)
Sense of Well Being (Sen)
Personal Adjustment (Per Adj)
Single-factor analyses of variance were calculated to
determine the significance of the relationships between
independent and dependent variables. The main effects
which proved to be statistically significant were further
analyzed using the Newman Keuls procedure for determining
the significance of the difference between means.
Two-factor analyses of variance were also calculated
to determine the significance of interactions between the
quantitative and qualitative measures of father presence.
For each interaction found to be significant, single-factor
analyses of variance were later performed to evaluate the
significance of the component parts. The Newman Keuls
procedure was then used to compute the direction and
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significance of the sub-group mean differences.
Analyses were also computed to determine the mean
differences between certain demographic variables, and high,
medium, and low groups for both Quant-P and Psy-Tot
(Appendix K). The demographic variables considered in-
cluded age, socio-economic status, total number of children,
sibling rank of the subject, and number of older male sib-
lings. Socio-economic status was determined by using a
scale devised by I-Iollingshead (195?). The mean differences
revealed no significant relationships between either Quant-P
or Psy-Tot and the demographic variables.
Hypo thesis 1» Analysis of Qualitat ive Presence Variables,
Hypothesis I suggests that there will be a positive
relationship between qualitative father presence, and an
adolescent* s sex role and personality adjustment. Signi-
ficant results were found for several of the Qualitative
Presence scales. The findings pertaining to each of these
measures will be presented seperately.
Nurturanoe : An analysis of the subject’s scores re-
sulted in significant main effects for the two sex role
measures, and one of the adjustment measures. Degree of
paternal nurturance was significantly related to both the
M-F scale (Table 1), and the Fern scale (Table 2) at the
.05 level of significance. Relationships were not found be-
tween Nur and the Per Adj scale or the Sen scale.
Table 1
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Analysis of Variance of M-P Scores for Ss at
Three Levels of Paternal Nurturance.
Source of Variance df SS MS
Total 171 389923.00
Error 169 13615.50 89.56
Nur 2 577.72 288.86
*p<. 05
Table 2
Analysis of Variance of Fern Scores for Ss at
Three Levels of Paternal Nurturance.
Source of Variance df SS MS F
Total 171 449933. 00
Error 169 12706.91 75.19
Nur 2 499.98 249.99 3. 33*
*p<. 05
Posteriori analyses of the mean differences on the
M-F and Fern scales both reveal curvilinear relationships.
Differences between the means of the low Nur and medium
Nur groups were found to be significant at the
.05 level
for both dependent measures (Table 3 ). Since a higher
score on the M-F scale and a lower score on the Fern scale
both indicate a higher degree of traditional masculine
development, these findings mutually reveal that sons*
whose fathers were low in nurturance tend to have a less
masculine self-image, while sons* whose fathers were
moderately nurturant view themselves as more masculine.
Although medium Nur was not found to be significantly
different from high Nur on either the M-F or Fem scales,
the curvilinear relationship of the three Nur groups
on both dependent measures further suggests that a
moderate amount of paternal nurturance is the level most
closely associated with more highly masculine sex role
development.
An analysis of variance of the subjects’ scores on
the Soc scale also resulted in a significant main effect
(p<. 005) for paternal nurturance (Table 4). An evaluation
of the mean differences indicated a strong linear relation-
ship (Table 3 ). The high Nur group was significantly
different from both the medium Nur (p<. 05) and low Nur
(p<. 01) groups. These findings suggest that increasing
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Table 3
Newman Keuls Analyses of M-F,
Fern, and Soc Scores for Ss at Three
Levels of Paternal Nurturance
Groun Mean Diff. Between Means
Dependent
Variable
Low
NUR a)
Med
NUR (2
)
Hi
NUR (3) a
(
1 , 2 ) 8(2,3) 8(1,3)
M-F 44. 92 49.02 45.85 4.10* 3.17 ..93
Fem 52.58 48.62 50.07 3.96* 1.45 2.51
Soc 42.18 44.2? 49.20 2.09 4.93* 7. 02**
*p < . 05
**p< .01
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Table 4
Analysis of Variance of Soc Scores for Ss at
Three Levels of Paternal Nurtura.nee.
Source of Vara i nee df S3 MS F
Total 171 365446. 00
Error 169 17985.31 106.42
Nur 2 1317.34 658.67 6.19*
*p<. 005
amounts of paternal nurturance are reflected in the
adolesents*s view of himself as being more socially
mature and adjusted.
Positive Involvement t Subjects* scores on the de-
pendent measures resulted in two main effects which were
highly significant, as well as two relationships which
may be viewed as suggestive. Degree of positive involve-
ment was significantly related, to scores on the Per Adj
scale at the .025 level (Table 5) and the Soc scale at the
.005 level of significance (Table 6). Lesser relation-
ships (p<.10) were found between positive involvement and
scores on both the Sen scale and the M-F scale (Appendix L,
Tables 1L & 2L). No relationship was found between Pos
and Fern.
Analysis of the mean differences on the Per Adj and
Soc scales both reveal strong linear relationships (Table 7).
The high Pos group was significantly different from the low
Pos group both for measures of Per Adj (p<. 05 ) and for Soc
(p<. 01).
An analysis of the mean differences on the Sen scale is
similar to those reported for both Per Adj and Soc, but less
powerful in effect (Appendix L, Table 3L). Furthermore,
the tentative relationship between Pos and M-F suggests
that medium amounts of Pos are more closely associated
with the perception of increased masculine sex role ad-
justment than are either high or low amounts of Pos
Table 5
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Analysis of Variance of Per Scores for Ss at
Three Levels of Paternal Positive Involvement.
Source of Variance df S3 MS p
Total 1?1 353871.00
Error 169 16992.^5 100.55
Pos 2 799.43 399.71 3.98*
*p<. 025
Table 6
Analysis of Variance of Soc Scores for Ss at
Three Levels of Paternal Positive Involvement.
Source of Variance df SS MS F
Total 171 365446. 00
Error 169 18046. 93 106.79
Pos 2 1255.72 627 . 86 5 . 88*
*p<. 005
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Table ?
Newman Keuls Analyses of Per Adj
,
and Soc Scores for Ss at Three Levels
of Paternal Positive Involvement
Group Means Diff. Between Means
Dependent
Variable
Low
P0S(1)
Med
POS (2)
Hi
POS (3) d (1.2) 4(2,3) 4(1,3)
Per AdJ 4l. 69 43.52 46.87 1.83 3.35 5.18*
Soc 41.22 44. 78 47,89 3.56 3.11 6 . 67**
*p < .05
**p< .01
(Appendix L, Table 3L).
Returning to the significant findings, however, they
suggest that increasing amounts of paternal involvement
are reflected in the adolescent’s tendency to view him-
self as more socially mature and personality adjusted.
Re ject ion t An analysis of the subjects’ scores re-
sulted in significant main effects for all three of the
dependent measures which relate to personality adjustment.
The relationship between Rej and Per Adj was found to be
significant at the .005 level (Table 8), while subjects’
scores on both Sen (Table 9) and Soc (Table 10) were found
to be related to Rej at the .001 level of significance.
No relationships were found between Rej and either M-F or
Fem.
Analyses of the mean differences for each dependent
measure revealed that all 3 adjustment measures manifested
a significant difference (p<. 01) between the high Rej
(least rejecting) and low Rej (most rejecting) groups
(Table 11). A significant difference was also found be-
tween the high Rej and medium Rej groups for both Sen
(p<.01) and Soc (p<. 05 ). These findings indicate that there
is a strong relationship between decreasing degrees of per-
ceived paternal rejection and an increasing tendency for
adolescents to view themselves as possessing a greater sense
of well being, increased social maturity, and a greater
sense of personal fulfillment.
Table 8
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Analysis of Variance of Per Adj Scores for Ss at
Three Levels of Paternal Rejection.
Source of Variance df SS MS P
Total 171 353871.00
Error 169 16516. 67 97.73
Rej. 2 1275.21 637.61 6
. 52*
*p<.005
Table 9
Analysis of Variance of Sen Scores for Ss at Three
Levels of Paternal Rejection.
Source of Variance df SS MS P
Total 171 288497.00
Error 169 31994. 07 189.31
Rej. 2 3016.83 1508.41 7.97*
*p<.001
3o
Table 10
Analysis of Variance of Soc Scores for Ss at
Three Levels of Paternal Rejection.
Source of Varaince df
i
!
!
1
1
i
co
i
i
!
|
1
t
! MS
Total 171 365446 . 00
Error 169 17402 . 94 102.98
Rej. 2 1899.71 949.86
V
9 . 22*
*p <. 001
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Table 11
Newman Keuls Analyses of Per Ad j
,
Sen, and Soc Scores for Ss at Three
Levels of Paternal Rejection
Croup Means Diff
.
Between Means
Dependent
Variable
Low
REJ (1)
Med
REJ (2)
Hi
REJ (3)
*— j. j- *
a. CL 2) a(2,3) 4(1,3)
Per Adj 40.45 4-3.85 4?. 06 3.4o 3.21 6. 61**
Sen 33.63 36.25 43 . 24 2. 62 6. 99* 12.23**
Soc 41.12 43.12 48. ?2 2. 00 5. 60** 7. 60**
*p < . 05
**p< .01
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.
Setting ; There were no significant relation-
ships found between limit setting and the five measures of
masculinity and adjustment. Slight trends were revealed,
however
,
between L.im and the Per Adj and Soc scales
(Appendix M, Tables 1M & 2M). A further analysis of these
limited findings suggest that a medium amount of Lira is
more closely associated with social maturity and personal
adjustment than is either high or low Lim (Appendix M,
Table 3M).
Although these findings are of interest, it must be
concluded that paternal limit setting was not generally
found to be significantly related to the adolescent's
perception of his sex role and personality adjustment.
Dominance ; There were no significant relationships
found between paternal dominance and the five measures of
masculinity and adjustment. One suggestive result, however,
was reflected in a. non-significant relationship between
Dorn and the Fern scale (Appendix N, Table IN). Analysis
of the mean differences revealed a slight linear relation-
ship whereby increasing paternal dominance was associated
with the tendency to perceive oneself as more masculine
(Appendix N, Table 2N). Apart from this one finding, it
appears that perceived paternal, dominance was not in-
fluential in the adolescent’s perception of his sex role
and personality adjustment.
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A review of the findings just presented Indicates
that Hypothesis I was partially confirmed. Measures re-
lating to the late adolescent's sex role adjustment reveal
that, while neither paternal rejection, dominance, or
limit setting were found to be significantly influential
variables, paternal nurturance was significantly related
to a boy's masculine development. More specifically, a
medium amount of paternal nurturance appears to be the
primary factor associated with sex role adjustment. Some
data also reflect a similar relationship with medium
amounts of positive involvement.
The curvilinear nature of both the significant and
suggestive findings cited above provides some evidence
that a moderate amount of paternal nurturant involvement
is more closely associated with the adolescent's per-
ception of increased masculine sex role adjustment than
are either high or low amounts of the same variables.
A slight trend was also noted between paternal dom-
inance and a measure of masculinity. This tentative
finding suggests that there is a positive relationship
between perceived father dominance and the late adolesentb
perception of his own masculinity.
A consideration of the relationships between adoles-
cent oersonality development and. measures of adjustment
reveals several strongly significant findings. Adoles-
cents who viewed their fathers as highly nurturant,
34
positively involved, and non-rejecting, as compared to
those who perceive their fathers as being low in these
qualities, achieved higher scores on all three adjust-
ment measures.
Hy -poth e sis II : Analysis of the Combined v s
.
The_ D i ffe ren
-
tlal Effects of Paternal Affection's
Power
Hypothesis II suggests that combined paternal affect-
ion-power will be more strongly related to adolescent
adjustment, than when either is considered seperately.
Psy-NFR : Analyses of variance of subjects' scores
resulted in significant main effects for all three of the
dependent measures which relate to personality adjustment.
Degree of paternal affection was significantly related to
scores on the Per Adj scale at the .025 level (Table 12),
the Sen scale at the .05 level (Table 13) » and the Soc
scale at the .001 level of significance (Table l4). No
relationships were found between paternal affection and
the measures of sex role adjustment.
Analysis of the mean differences of subjects' scores
on the Per Adj, Sen, and Soc scales reveals strong linear
relationships for all three measures (Table 15). The high
Psy-NPR group was significantly different from the low Psy-
NPR group at the .01 level for both Sen and Soc, while mean
Table 12 35
Analysis of Variance of Per AdJ Scores for Ss at
Three Levels of Paternal Psy-NPR.
Source of Variance df SS MS F
Total 171 353871.00
Error 169 17008.96 100. 64
Psy-NPR oU/ 702. 92 391.46 3.89*
*p <.025
Table 13
Analysis of Variance of Sen Scores for Ss at
Three Levels of Paternal Psy-NPR.
Source of Variance df SS MS F
Total 171 288497. 00
Error 169 33081.95 195.75
Psy-NPR 2 1928.95 964.48 4. 93*
*p<. 01
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Table 14
Analysis of Variance of Soc Scores for Ss at
Three Levels of Paternal Psy-NPR.
Source of Varaince df SS MS
Total 171 365446 . 00
Error 169 16778.11 99.28
Psy-NPR 2 2524.54 1262.27
*p<. 001
Table 15
Neuman Keuls Analyses of Per Ad j
,
Sen, and Soc Scores for Ss at Three
Levels of Paternal Psy-NPR
Group Means Diff. Between Means
Dependent
Variable
Low
NPR (1)
Med
NPR (2)
Hi
NPR (3) d(l,2) d ( 2 , 3
)
d ( 1 . 3
)
Per Adj 40.76 44. 85 46.23
4.09*
1.38
lu- .f L.
5.4?*
Sen 32.84 39.80 41.13 6. 9 6*'* 1.33 8.29*-
Soc 39.0? 45.2? 49.21 6.20* * 3.94* 10.14*
*P< .05
**p< .01
difierences for subjects* scores on the Per Adj scale
surpassed the
.05 level of significance.
Similarly
,
the medium Psy-NPR group was significantly
different from the low Psy-NPR group for scores on both
the Sen and Soc (p<. 01), as well as Per Adj scales (p<. 05).
A significant difx crence ^p^. 05) was also found between
the high and medium Psy-NPR groups for subjects* scores
on the Soc scale.
These finding suggest that when increasing degrees of
perceived paternal affection as considered separately,
there is a strong, positive relationship with sense of
well being, social maturity, and sense of personal com-
petence.
Single -factor analyses of variance of the
subjects’ scores on each of the five dependent variables
revealed no significant relationships between paternal
power and measures of sex role development or personality
ad justment.
An informal analysis of each set of mean differences,
however, pointed to a tendency toward significance for
subjects’ scores on the Soc scale. Namely, the slight
linear relationship between low (X=43. 20) , medium (X=^5.5^)
end high (X=46.07) Psy-DL group means suggests that increasing
degrees of perceived paternal power are positively assoc-
iated with the adolescent’s perception of himself as
socially mature. Apart from this limited evidence,
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however, it appears that paternal power, when considered
separately, is not significantly related to the adoles-
cent's perception of either his sex role or personality
adjustment.
5.Qji * Subjects* scores on the three dependent
scales which relate to personality adjustment all re-
flected significant main effects. Paternal affection-
dominance was significantly related to scores on the Soc
scale at the .001 level (Table 18)
,
and to scores on both
the Per Adj (Table 16) and Sen (Table 17) scales at the
.01 level of significance. No relationships were found
between paternal affection-power and scales relating to
sex role adjustment.
Posteriori analyses of the mean differences on all
three adjustment scales reveal strong linear relationships
(Table 19). Subjects’ mean scores on the Soc scale
indicate a significant difference (p<.01) between the high
and low Psy-Tot groups. Similarly, the high Psy-Tot
subjects achieved significantly higher scores (p<. 05) on
the Fer Adj and Sen scales than the low Psy-Tot group.
The high and medium Psy-Tot groups were also significantly
different for the Soc and Sen scales at the .01 and .05
level of significance , respectively.
The results just considered provide partial confir-
mation for Hypothesis II. Significant linear relation-
Table 1
6
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Analysis of Variance of Per Adj Scores for Ss at
Three Levels of Paternal Psy-Tot.
Source of Variance df SS MS F
Total 171 353871.00
Error 169 16840
. 97 99.65
Psy-Tot 2 950.91 475.45 4.77*
*p<.01
Table 17
Analysis of Variance of Sen Scores for Ss at
Three Levels of Paternal Psy-Tot.
Source of Variance df SS MS F
Total 171 288497. 00
Error 169 33231.05 196.63
Psy-Tot 2 1779.85 889.92 4 . 53*
*p .01
4l
Table 18
Analysis of Variance of Soc Scores for Ss at
Three Levels of Paternal Psy-Tot.
Source of Varaince df SS MS F
Total 171 365446 . 00
Error 169 16889.45 99.94
Psy-Tot 2 2413.20 1206.60 12
. 07*
*p<.001
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Table 19
Newman Keuls Analyses of Per Adj
,
Sen, and Soc Scores for Ss at Three
Levels of Paternal. Psy-Tot
Group Means Dlff. Between Means
Dependent
Variable
Low
P-T (1)
Med
P-T(2)
Hi
p-tO) 6(1,2) 6(2.3) d(l,3)
Per Adj 41.58 43.43 46. 94 1.85 3.51 5. 36*
Sen 35. 68 35.86 42. 32 .18 6. 46* 6
.
64*
Soc 40.73 43.52 49.25 2.79 5.73* * 8 . 52*-
*P< .05
**p< .01
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ships were found between combined paternal affection-
power and all three measures of personality adjustment.
When paternal affection-power is considered as a unit,
the resulting mean differences indicate that adolescents
who perceive their fathers as both highly affectionate
and powerful, also tend to perceive themselves as posses-
sing a greater sense of well being, social maturity, and
personal competence; subjects who perceive their fathers
as being less affectionate and powerful, tend to view
themselves less positively on the same dependent variables.
The effects of combined paternal affection-power,
when compared with the effects associated with paternal
power, support Hypothesis II. Paternal cower was not
found to be significantly related to any of the dependent
measures, even though one positive trend was noted which
suggests that increasing levels of paternal power are
related, to the adolescent’s increased tendency to view
himself as more socially mature. Hence, these findings
support the contention that there is a stronger relation-
ship between combined, paternal affection-power and the
adolescent’s personality adjustment, than when paternal
power is considered separately.
A comparison of the effects of paternal affection
and combined paternal affection-power indicates that both
measures are significantly and linearly related, to per-
sonality adjustment. That is, the mean differences for
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both Psy-Tot and Psy-NPR indicate a similarity in self-
perceptions for adolescents who perceive their fathers
as mutually affectionate and powerful, and adolescents
who (regardless of how powerful the father is seen)
view their fathers as highly warm and affectionate.
Hence it appears that the comparison of the effects of
Psy-Tot and. Psy-NPR does not provide support for
Hypothesis II.
Measures of sex role adjustment revealed no signifi-
cant main effects for either separate or combined measures
of affection and power. Hence it appears that Hypothesis
II, as it pertains to the adolescent 1 s sex role adjustment,
was not supported.
An overall evaluation of the results of the various
component parts included within Hypothesis II, Indicates
only partial confirmation. While no significant relation-
ships were found between paternal affection, power, or
affect ion-power, and measures of adolescent sex role ad-
justment, these paternal attributes were associated with
measures of personality adjustment. Combined paternal
affection-power was found to be more strongly and posi-
tively related to adolescent adjustment, than was paternal
power alone. Paternal affection and combined affection-
power, however, appear to be relatively equal in the type
and intensity of their associations with late adolescent
adjustment.
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Hypothesis III : .Analysis of Paternaj Quantitative I resence
Single-factor analyses of variance of the subjects*
scores on each of the 5 dependent variables revealed no
significant relationships between the paternal Quantitative
Presence measure and scales which relate to the adolescent »
s
sex role and personality adjustment.
An informal analysis of the means, however, reflects
a trend toward significance for the relationship between
Quant~P and subjects' scores on the Soc scale. Subjects’
scores for the low (X=--43.68), medium (X=44,15), and high
(X=46.92) Quant-P groups suggest that adolescents who in-
dicate that their fathers are more quantitatively available,
also tend to perceive themselves as being more socially
mature. Apart from this limited evidence, however, it
appears that the amount of time the father spends in the
home - when considered in isolation of other paternal var-
iables - is not significantly related to the adolescent boy’s
perception of either his sex role or personality adjustment.
Hypothes is IV : Analysis jqf _the_ Inte rac tion of Pate rnal
Quantitative and Psychological Presence.
Hyoothesis IV suggests that there is a stronger re-
lationship between the father’s psychological presence and
adolescent sex role and personality adjustment, than be-
tween quantitative paternal presence and the same types of
adjustment. Significant results which reflect the relation-
shin of these two types of paternal presence and adolescent
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adjustment were found. A summary of the two-factor Inter-
actions which reached the .05 level of significance or
better, are presented in Table 20.
For each of the 4 interactions found to be signifi-
cant, 30 single-factor analyses of variance were computed
in order to determine the significance of the component
parts included in that interaction. A set of 6 single-
factor analyses (for each interaction) was calculated for
each of the five dependent measures. Those six analyses
which were done for a specific dependent variable, included
three concerning the relationship between adolescent ad-
justment and high, medium, and low Quant-P (at varying
levels of either Nur, For, or Dom )
;
while the remaining
three analyses evaluated the relationship of high, medium,
and low Psychological Presence variables (i.e. Nur, Pos,
or Dom) at varying levels of Quant-P. The Newman Keuls
test was later used to determine the significance of dif-
ferences between the means for each of the single-factor
analyses.
An examination of each of these interactions is pre-
sented separately and considered from two different van-
tage points. Initially, the relationship of Quant-P (at
varying levels of certain Psychological Presence variables)
and measures of adjustment is reviewed. Subsequently, the
relationship between the significant Psychological Presence
variables (at varying levels of Quant-P) is surveyed.
Table 20
Significant Tv7o-Factor Interactions Between Paternal
Quantitative Presence and Paternal Nurturance, Positive
Involvement, and Diminance, for Ss Scores on the
Per Adj, Soc, and Sen Scales.
Dependent
Independent Variable Variable
Quant-P/ Nur
Quant-P/ Nur
Quant -P/ Pos
Quant -P/ Dom
Per Adj
Soc
Soc
Level of
F-ratio Significance
3.25 .025
2.68
.05
2.95 .025
2.47 .05Sen
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(1) SB^l^ly^ Fresenc^Nurturanoe
. The interactions
between paternal quantitative presence and paternal nur-
turance (Figures 1, 2, 3, &4) were reflected by subjects'
scores on two personality adjustment measures. Table 2.0
indicates that these interactions were significantly related
to scores achieved on the Per Adj scale (p<.025), as well
as on the Soc scale (p<.05).
(a) High Quanta Kur (Per Adj and Soc): Six analyses
of variance designed to evaluate the association of dif-
fering levels of Quant-P with measures of Per Adj and Soc,
revealed two significant findings. High Quant-P was sig-
nificantly related (p<. 01) with subjects’ scores on both
the Per Adj (Table 21) and Soc scales (Table 22).
An analysis of the means of the high Quant-P subjects'
scores on the Per Adj scale, revealed a significant dif-
ference (t><. 05) between the high Quant-P mean at high Nur
and the high Quant-P mean score associated with low Nur
(Table 23). Similarly, the high Quant-P mean at the
medium Nur level also reflected a more positive relation-
ship with adolescent adjustment (p<. 01) than high Quant-P
at low Nur.
The relationship between high Quant-P subjects' scores
on the Soc scale reflects similar findings to those just
presented. High Quant-P means at high and medium Nur were
more positively related, to social maturity then high Quant-P
subjects' scores at low Nur (Table 23).
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Per Adj Scale at Each Level of Nur
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Table 21
Single' Factor Analysis of the Simple Effect (High
Paternal Quantitative Presence) of the Significant
Interaction Between Paternal Quantitative Presence and
Paternal Nurturance, for Ss Scores on the Per Adj Scale
Source of Varaince df SS MS
Total 52 112805. 00
Error 50 4740.44 94.81
Quant -P (high) 2 1099.25 549.63
*p<. 01
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Table 22
Single Factor Analysis of the Simple Effect (High
Paternal Quantitative Presence) of the Significant
Interaction Between Paternal Quantitative Presence and
Paternal Nurturance, for Ss Scores on the Soc Scale.
Source of Varaince df SS MS F
Total 52 123947. 00
Error 50 5562.86 111.26
Quant-P (high) 2 1682.84 841.42 7.56*
*p<. 01
Table
23
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These findings suggest a strong positive relation-
ship between adolescents* perceptions of their fathers as
highly available and highly nurturant, and their view of
themselves as socially and personally mature.
(b) Medium and Low Nur/ Quant -P (Per Adj and Soc):
Single-factor analyses were computed to evaluate the effect
of high, medium, and low Nur (at all levels of Quant-P) on
measures of Per Ad. j and Soc. Three relationships were
found. Both medium and low Nur had significant associations
(p<. 05) with subjects* scores on the Per Adj scale
(Tables 24 & 25 ), while medium Nur was significantly re-
lated (< p .05) to scores on the Soc scale (Table 26).
An evaluation of the means of the medium Nur subjects*
scores on both the Per Adj and Soc scales, indicated a
significant difference (p<.05) between the medium Nur mean
scores at high and low Quant-P (Table 23).
Furthermore, on the Per Adj scale, there was also a
significant difference between high and medium Quant-P
(pc. 05). These findings point to a strong positive relation-
ship between adolescents’ perceptions of their fathers as
being highly available and moderately nuturant, and their
view of themselves as socially and personally mature.
The means for the low Nur groups* scores on the Per
Adj scale (Table 23 ), reveal a significant difference, not
only between high and low Quant-P (p<.05), but between
high and medium Quant-P as well (p<. 05 ). The negative
57
Table 24
Single Factor Analysis of the Simple Effect (Medium
Paternal Nurturance) of the Significant Interaction
Between Paternal Quantitative Presence and
Paternal Nurturance for Ss Scores on the Per Adj Scale.
Source of Varaince df SS MS F
Total 65 136408.00
Error 63 6304.12 100. 06
Nur (medium) 2 738.97 369.48 3.69*
*p<. 05
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Table 25
Single Factor Analysis of the Simple Effect (Low
Paternal Nurturance) of the Significant Interaction
Between Paternal Quantitative Presence and
Paternal Nurturance for Ss Scores on the Per Adj Scale.
Source of Varaince df SS MS F
Total 59 117932.00
Error 57 4997.17 87.67
Nur (low) 2 614.57 307. 28 3.51*
*p<. 05
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Table 26
Single Factor Analysis of the Simple Effect (Medium
Paternal Nurturance) of the Significant Interaction
Between Paternal Quantitative Presence and
Paternal' Nurturance for Ss Scores on the Soc Scale.
Source of Varaince df SS MS F
Total 65 136562. 00
Error 63 6494.03 103.03
Nur (medium) 2 703.06 351.53 3.41*
*p<. 05
6o
slop® of this finding suggests that adolescents who per-
ceive their fathers as both low in nurturance and high in
quantitative availability, view themselves as less ad-
justed.
An overview of the interaction between Quant-P and
Nur on certain measures of adjustment, provides support
for Hypothesis IV. Several analyses indicate that high
paternal availability together with high or medium paternal
nurturance are associated with the adolescents* perception
of himself as socially mature and adjusted. Yet, under
conditions of high availability and low paternal nurturance,
adolescents tend to view themselves more negatively. This
suggests that even if the father is highly available
around the home, the more crucial factor related to adoles-
cent personality adjustment is the degree of nurturance
manifested in the father-son relationship.
(2) Quantitative Pre sence/ Positive Involvement : An inter-
action between paternal quantitative presence and paternal
positive involvement, {Table 20; Figures 5 & 6) was re-
flected by subjects’ scores on the Soc scale (p<.025).
(a) High...Quant-P/ Pos (Soc): Analyses done to de-
termine the relationships between high, medium, and low
Quant-P (at all levels of Pos), and adolescents’ scores on
the Soc scale, resulted in one significant finding. High
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Quant-P manifested a highly significant relationship
(p<. 001) with the measures of social maturity (Table 2 r/).
The Newman Keuls test of mean differences for high
Quant-P scores on the Soc scale, showed a significant
difference (p<. 05) between high and low Pos (Table 23 ).
This finding suggests that adolescents who perceive their
father as highly available and highly positive in his in-
volvement, view themselves as socially mature.
(b) Low Pos/ Quant-P (Soc) : Single- factor analyses
revealed a significant relationship between low Pos (at
all levels of Quant-P) and subjects 1 scores on the Soc
scale (Table 28).
Examination of the means of the low Pos scores on
the Soc scale, indicates a significant difference (p<. 05
)
between high and low Quant-P (Table 23 )• The negative slope
of this result suggests tha.t adolescents who perceive their
fathers as both low in positive involvement and high as to
his qualitative availability, view themselves as being
interpersonally limited.
A review of these findings provides added support for
Hypothesis IV. One analysis revealed significant evidence
indicating that high paternal availability and high paternal
positive involvement are positively associated with
the
adolescent’s view of himself as socially capable. The
second finding indicates, however, that if
the degree of
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Table 27
Single Factor Analysis of the Simple Effect (High
Paternal Quantitative Presence) of the Significant
Interaction Between Paternal Quantitative Presence and
Paternal Positive Involvement, for Ss Scores on the
Soc Scale.
Source of Vara inee df SS
!1
pc
!
!!
i
1
1
I
!
a|!!
i
Total 5?- 123947.00
Error 50 5087.44 101.75
Quant -P (high) 2 2158.26 1079.13 10.61*
p<. 001
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Table 28
Single Factor Analysis of the Simple Effect (Low
Paternal Positive Involvement) of the Significant
Interaction Between Paternal Quantitative Presence and
Paternal Positive Involvement for Ss Scores on the Soc Scale.
Source of Vara inee df SS MS
Total 62 151009 . 00
Error 60 5791.57 96.52
Pos (low) 2 736.65 368.33
*p<. o5
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father availability is held constant (i.e, high), and the
son perceives the father as being relatively uninvolved
in his relationship with him, the boy will tend to view
himself as relatively limited interpersonally
,
and socially
immature. These results again suggest that the relation-
ship between the father’s psychological involvement and an
adolescent’s adjustment is of primary importance.
(3) Quantitative Presence/ Dominance: The interaction be-
tween paternal quantitative presence and paternal dominance
was significantly related (p<. 05 ) to subjects’ scores on
t?ie Sen scale (Table 20; Figures 7 & 8 ).
(a) Low Quant-p/ Do rn (Sen): Analysis of high, medium,
and low Quant-P groups (at all levels of Dorn), revealed a
significant relationship (p<, 05) between low Quant-P and
scores on the Sen scale (Table 29).
Mean analyses of low Quant-P scores on the Sen scale
indicate a significant difference -(p<. 05 ) between high and
medium levels of Dorn (Table 23; Figure,?). This curvilinear
relationship suggests that adolescents who perceive their
fathers as moderately dominant and relatively unavailable,
tend to demonstrate a strong sense of well being. Further-
more, the curvilinear nature of the Low Quant-P means sug-
gests that if fathers are perceived as both quantitatively
unavailable, and extreme (either high or low) in dominance,
adolescents tend to view themselves as less self-assured.
5^i
53-
52-
51-
50-
49 -
48-
47-
46-
43-
42-
41-
40-
39-
33-
37-1
33-
32-
31-
High Quant
-P
Medium Quant P
Low Quant-P
A
\\
\
Low Medium High
Dom Dom Dorn
Figure 7
Mean Scores of High, Medium
and Low Quant-P Groups on the
Sen Scale at Each Level of Dom
High Dom
Medium Dom
Low Dom
Low Medium High
Quant-P Quant -P Quant -P
Figure 8
Mean Scores of High, Medium,
and Low Dom groups on the
Sen Scale i at Each Level of Quant -P
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Table 29
Single Factor Analysis of the Simple Effect (Low
Paternal Quantitative Presence) of the Significant
Interaction Between Paternal Quantitative Presence and
.
Paternal Dominance, for Ss Scores on the Sen Scale.
Source of Varai nee df SS MS F
Total 52 93388. 00
Error 50 10070.49 201.41
Quant -P (low) 2 1373.06 686.53 3.^1*
*p<. 05
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This findins tends to suggest, therefore, that an
alteration in perceived paternal dominance is the factor
most closely associated with variations in adolescent
self-perceptions. Hence, it again appears that the psy-
chological aspects of the father-son relationship are more
centrally related to the adolescent’s view of himself, than
relationships between quantitative paternal presence and
adolescent adjustment.
A review of the inter-relationships of differing types
of paternal presence and adolescent personality adjustment
provide substantial support for Hypothesis IV. While both
Quantitative and Psychological Presence variables appear
to be related, to adolescent personality adjustment, several
findings indicate that the quality of the fathers’ psycho-
logical presence may have a more powerful, effect.
Since no relationships were found for measures of mas-
culinity, there is no basis to evaluate the inter-related
effects of both the quantity and quality of father avail-
ability, and adolescent sex role adjustment. One conclusion
that does seem apparent, however , is that the relationships
previously found between paternal presence variables and sex
role development in children, are not as relevant once the
young boy reaches adolescence.
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DISCUSSION
Substantial evidence was found which indicates that
both the quantity and quality of the father* s availability
during childhood is positively related to the late adoles-
cent’s overall personal ity adjustment
.
The impact of
quantitative and psychological father presence variables,
however, differed in strength of relationship. While
both were positively associated, with the adolescent’s view
of himself as mature and adjusted, the qualitative nature
of the father’s interaction with the son appeared to be
more crucial in importance.
A secondary focus on this study was to explore the
potential consequences of paternal influences on male sex
role develo pment. The majority of the research reviewed
suggested that, with young boys, a positive relationship
exists between qualitative and quantitative father avail-
ability and masculine development (e.g. , Biller, 1968,
1969c; lie Cord et al, 1962, Mussen & Distler, 1959; Mu ssen
& Rutherford, 1963 ). The limited evidence which relates
to masculine sex role adjustment in later life, however,
was both less specific in its measurement of masculinity,
and less conclusive (Biller & Borstelmann, 1967; Mussen,
I96D.
In the present study, analyses of the numerous re-
lationships between paternal variables and measures of
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sex role development, resulted 3 n few significant findings.
Those which did reach, or approach significance, indicated
that nurturant paternal involvement is positively associated
with the adolescent’s perception of himself as masculine.
Congruent with these findings, was the relationship be-
tween nurturant paternal involvement and the adolescent’s
perception of himself as socially mature and adjusted.
Hence, the absence of results relating to sex role, coupled
with the large number of findings which relate to person-
ality adjustment, tends to suggest that the effect of the
early father-son relationship is more directly reflected
in the type of overall personality adjustment achieved by
the adolescent, than in his sex role adjustment per se.
A general survey of the results found between the
father’s psychological presence and late adolescent per-
sonality adjustment, provides evidence of support for
Mowrer’s view (1950) that paternal warmth and nurturance
facilitates a boy’s attempts to achieve an effective per-
sonality adjustment. The findings which indicate that emo-
tionally positive father-son relationships are associated
with higher levels of personality adjustment is the clearest,
support for Hypothesis I. Sons who described their fathers
as highly nurturant, positively involved and non-rejecting,
revealed a strong positive relationship with overall adoles-
cent personality adjustment.
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Although overall personality development refers to
subjects’ scores on each of three adjustment measures,
there are qualitative differences reflected by these scales.
The Goc scale, for example, refers to interpersonal function-
ing and social maturity, the PerAdj scale appears to tap
an individual’s general outlook on life, while the Sen scale
reflects a person’s emotional state - the degree to which
he views himself as anxious, defensive, and doubtful about
his adequacy.
When the positive relationships between each of these
specific adjustment scales and the three measures of emot-
ionally positive oaternal presence were compared, a hierar-
chy of importance was manifested. For example, while pat-
ernal nurturance was significantly related to a boy’s view
of himself as socially mature, boys’ who perceived their
fathers as emotionally and actively involved regarded them-
selves as both socially mature and possessing a generally
positive outlook on life. The most powerful of these pat-
ernal variables, however, appears to be rejection. The
adolescent who perceived his father as non-rejecting, viewed
himself as socially mature, positive in his outlook on life,
and free from self-doubt and. worries. Hence, while emotion-
ally positive paternal presence variables are related to
all measures of overall adjustment, the order in terms of
strength of relationship was paternal non-rejection, cater-
rial positive involvement, and paternal nurturance.
The son’s perception of the father as dominant and
controlling was not found to be significantly related to
adolescent adjustment. While this aspect of Hypothesis I
was generally unsupported, the few trends which were re-
vealed suggested that the highest level of adjustment is
reflected, by adolescents who perceive their fathers as
only moderately controlling. Furthermore, the curvilinear
nature of these trends also suggest that boys who perceive
their fathers as being either highly controlling or relatively
non-controlling in the home, view themselves more negatively.
’While the positive relationship between paternal limit
setting and personality development with young children has
been documented. (Biller, 1969a » Bussen & Distler , 1959;
Mussen & Rutherford, 1963), the relative absence of relation-
ship with adolescent males may possibly be a function of
the Limit Setting measure employed in this study. Items
were selected which dealt with non-hostile asternal demands.
Since hostility may be nerceived as an integral aspect of
paternal control, the emotionally neutral nature of the
measure used would tend to minimize the possible relation-
ships which may exist. The accuracy of this speculation,
however, can only be answered by investigating the degree
to which hostility and limit setting are perceived as
inter-dependent aspects of paternal control.
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A survey of the literature, suggested, that the com-
bined influence of paternal affection and rower would be
strongly related to adolescent adjustment, than would either
paternal affection or power considered seperately (e.g.
,
Biller, 1969a; Bronfenbrenner
,
1961; Mussen & Rutherford,
1963). Data i rom the current investigation provides some
support for this viewpoint. The measure of combined pater-
nal affection-power evidenced a strong positive relation-
ship with adolescent adjustment. The measure of paternal
power, however, did not reflect comparable findings.
Although the suggestive relationship which was found be-
tween paternal power and adjustment was similar to the
findings manifested for the paternal affection-rower
measure, the data clearly reveals that combined paternal
affectJ on-power is more positively related to adolescent
personality adjustment, than is paternal power when con-
sidered separately.
The relationship between paternal affection and ado-
lescent adjustment was essentially similar to the findings
concerning the combined paternal affection-power measure.
The apparent explanation for the failure to confirm this
second aspect of Hypothesis II may be related, to the
nature of this combined measure. While it was expected
that a. synthesis of the individual measures of paternal
power and affection would reveal the proposed additive
effect, the almost total absence of relationships between
paternal power and adjustment, and the strongly signifi-
cant relationships found between paternal affection and
adjustment, resulted in a combined measure which appears
to be heavily weighted by the paternal affection measure.
Research evidence has also suggested that father
absence has a disruptive effect on a boy*s sex role and
personality adjustment (Barclay & Gusuma.no, 1967 ; Biller,
1969b; Stolz
, 195 *0 . Furthermore, there is some evidence
that if the presence-absence dimension were extended to
include the present but unavailable father, effects similar
to those found with father-absent boys (although diminished
in intensity) would, be revealed. Hypothesis III pertained
to the expectation that there would be a. positive relation-
ship between the degree of quantitative availability and
the level of adjustment achieved by the adolescent.
Analyses of the relationships between quantitative
paternal presence and the five measures of adjustment in-
cluded in this study resulted in a lack of support for
this hypothesis. A possible explanation for the absence of
a distinct relationship between paternal quantitative
presence and adolescent sex role and personality adjust-
ment may be related to the measure of father availability
used in this study. Subjects whose fathers had been
absent from the home for a single period of time exceeding
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6 months during their son’s childhood, or for more then 10
months during his entire life were excluded. while the
purpose of establishing such a stringent criterion was to
counteract the possible confounding effects of total
absence, it could be that the effects which may have been
found were selectively deleted.
Since adolescents whose fathers were perceived as
extremely quantitatively unavailable were apparently
excluded, the dimension of quantitative availability
might appropriately be redefined as extending from fathers
perceived as highly available to fathers perceived as
very moderately available. This would suggest that there
were only minimal differences between high, medium, and
low grcuos on this collapsed continuum. Furthermore,
there is evidence which suggests that the effects of
moderately unavailable fathering may be mitigated by the
influences of oeer group involvements, contacts with older
males, and societal demands regarding appropriate behavior.
Hence, the interaction between the effects of moderate
paternal availability and the counter-acting influences
which may mitigate these influences during the child’s
developmental years, may also explain why the father’s
quantitative availability - when considered sepera.te.ly -
was not strongly related to the late adolescent’s oeison-
ality adjustment.
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While the effects of quantitative unavailability were
not found to be significant when considered in isolation
to other factors, the finding that quantitative paternal
persence appears to be an important variable when it 3 c
inter-related with the adolescents’ perception of the
fathers’ psychological presence, is consistent with
Hypothesis IV.
Hypothesis IV suggests that there is a stronger re-
lationship between the father’s psychological presence
snd adolescent sex role and personality adjustment, than
between quantitative paternal presence and the same types
of adjustment. While no relationships were found for
measures of masculine sex role adjustment, four inter-
actions provided evidence of a relationship between the
paternal presence variables and measures of personality
ad justment.
An analysis of the interaction between quantitative
presence and paternal nurturance suggests that adolescents
who perceive their fathers as highly available and either
moderately or highly nurturant, tend to describe themselves
as being socially mature and adjusted. Similar results
were also found when fathers were perceived as positively
involved with their sons.
In the same analyses, contrasting results were also
found which suggest that adolescents who perceive their
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fathers as highly available, yet low in the degree to
which they are positively Involved and nurturant
,
view
themselves as being more socially end personally immature
than adolescents who rate their fathers high in both
positive involvement-nurturance and availability. These
findings suggest that the more crucial factor related to
adolescent personality adjustment is the degree of nur-
turant involvement manifested in the father-son relation-
ship.
Results were also found which reflected the inter-
related effects of paternal dominance and paternal quan-
titative availability. The findings suggest tViat adoles-
cents who perceive their fathers as moderately dominant
and relatively unavailable, demonstrate a. strong sense of
well being. Furthermore, the curvilinear nature of this
relationship between paternal dominance and quantitative
presence suggests that if fathers are perceived as both
quantitatively unavailable, and extreme (either high or
low) in dominance, adolescents tend to view themselves as
less adjusted.
Such findings tend to suggest, therefore, that an
alteration in perceived paternal dominance is the factor
most closely associated with variations in adolescent
self-perceptions. Hence, it again appears that the psy-
chological aspects of the father-son relationship are
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more centrally related to the adolescent's view of him-
self, than relationships between quantitative paternal
presence and adolescent adjustment.
The notion that paternal influences may not only be
related to the young boy's development, but to subsequent-
personality adjustment in adolescence, received some
support in the current investigation. Definitive state-
ments cannot be made about this apparent continuity,
however, until longitudinal studies examine the son's per-
ception of the father-son relationship at different points
during his life. Studies are needed to bridge the gap
between childhood and late adolescence, as well as to
determine the relationship between early paternal influ-
ences and adult personality adjustment.
It has been speculated that the type of sex role
adjustment manifested during childhood is transformed
and later reflected a.t the more global level of overall
personality adjustment. The possibility also exists that
the adolescent's perception of his sex role development
may be more directly aiscernable if one explores the
more covert levels of adolescent personality functioning.
Specifically, some authors (Biller, 1968; Biller & Bor-
stelraann
,
1967 ) have indicated that a more accurate rep-
resentation of the individual's sex role adjustment may
be revealed if one taps the less aware levels of personality
83 .
through the use of projective measures.
Another worthwhile avenue for future research would be
to evaluate the relationships between an assortment of
family structure variables and a boy’s sex role and person-
ality development
.
Factors such as the mother’s quant-
itative and qualitative availability, her support and
encouragement of appropriate behavior in boys, the boy’s
ordinal position in the family, the effects of sibling
distribution, and effects related to socio-economic status
of the family, are but a few of the variables which might
be profitably explored.
While the current study has hopefully provided some
added information about the relationship between paternal
factors and adolescent personality adjustment, the vast
array of unanswered questions indicates the obvious need
for further investigations in this area.
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SUMMARY
The present study was conducted to explore the impact
of both the qualitative nature and quantitative degree of
the father's availability on overall personality adjust-
ment and sex role development of late adolescent males.
It was hypothesized that psychological and quantitative
presence would be -positively related to certain aspects
of personality adjustment in late adolescent males.
The subjects were 172 male Caucasian college students
from intact homes. A questionnaire was used to obtain in-
formation about the quantitative and psychological father
presence variables. Two personality inventories (Adjective
Check Inst and California Psychological Inventory) were
administered to provide measures of personality and sex
role ad justment
.
The general absence of results relating to sex role
development
,
coupled with a large number oi findings which
related to personality adjustment, resulted in the spec-
ulation that the early father-son relationship was more
directly reflected in the type of overall personality ad-
justment achieved by the adolescent, than in his sex role
adjustment per se.
Positively involved, non-rejecting, and nurturant
father-son relationships were positively associated
with
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higher levels of adolescent adjustment. The son's percep-
tion of the father as dominant and controlling, was not
found to be significantly related to adolescent adjustment.
The relationship between the combined paternal affection-
power measure and adolescent adjustment, was more positive
than the relationship between the paternal power measure
and adolescent adjustment. Combined paternal affection-
power and paternal affection measures were essentially
equal in their positive relationships with adolescent
personality adjustment.
Paternal quantitative presence, when considered as a
separate variable, was not found to be significantly related
to adolescent personality adjustment.
Results were found when the quantitative-psychological
paternal presence variables were both related to adol-
escent personality adjustment. Adolescents who perceived
their fs.thers as highly available and either moderately or
highly nurturant and positively involved, tended to describe
•themselves as socially mature and adjusted. Fathers who
were highly available yet low in nurturance and positive
involvement were associated with adolescents who viewed
themselves as more socially and personally immature. These
and other findings, suggested that the psychological aspects
of the father-son relationship are more centrally related c o
the adolescent's view of himself, than relationships between
84
quantitative paternal presence and. adolescent personality
ad justment.
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APPENDIX A
QUESTIONNAIRE
1. Subject number
2, N ame of school (Circle) Freshman Sophomore
SeniorJunior
3c Sex
.
Male Female
4o Date of birth
; Age years
Mo. Day Yr„
5° Enter the following information for each of your brothers and sisters
and yourself in order from oldest to youngest c Be sure to give the
year of birth of all including yourself 0
( Place a circle around the number which indicates your place).
Order of
Birth
1st
Child
2nd
Child
3rd
Child
4th
Child
5th
Child
Age (Yrs )
Year of
Birth
Sex; M. or F
Year of
Death !
6, What are the current ages of your original father and original mother,
as well as stepfather and/or stepmother where it applies.
Original mother years.
Original father years
Stepmother years.-,
Stepfather years.
7„ Please check the highest level of education completed by father
and
mother, as well as stepfather and/or stepmother, where it applies
o
Original Original Step- Step-
Father Mother father mother
Some grade school .
Completed grade school
Some high school
Completed high school
Some college
Completed college
Some graduate work .
Completed doctorate degree
Other (please explain)
(GO ON TO PAGE TWO)
8 .
APPENDIX A (continuer].)
- 2 -
Are your original parents (Check): Both living
father dead .
90
mother dead
9 » H your original father is dead, give your age when ho died: years.
10 , If your original mother is dead, give your age when she died: years.
11* If your original parents are divorced or separated, give your age at the
time the actual separation took place: years.
12 . If one of your original parents is dead, or if your original parents
are divorced, have either or both remarried? (Check)
Mother, Father
___
(a) If your original mother has remarried, give your age at
the time of remarriage: ___jyears.
(b) If your original father has remarried, give your age at
the time of remarriage: years.
13 . If your original parents have separated or divorced, with which parent
have you made your home? (Check)
Entirely with father
Mostly with father
_
About half the time with each
Other (Please explain)
Entirely with mother
Mostly with mother
1A. Were your parents ever absent from the home for months or years (because
of military service, job, illness, separation, divorce, death, etc.?).
Original mother ; Original father ; Stepmother
Stepfather ; None «
15 . If your original mother was absent please- indicate circumstances
below:
(a)
(b)
(c)
How long was your mother absent from the home? (in months or
years)
_
How old were you at the time of your mother’s absence?
(give
What special arrangements, if any, were made to provide
for you
(e.p. were you brought up in your home by your maternal
grand-
mother, by a stepmother, brought up in her home by
a paternal
aunt, sent away to a boarding school, etc J?
(GO ON TO PAGE lrubi^
APPENDIX A (continued)
-3-
16. If your stepmother was absent please Indicate circumstances below: 6’ 3.
(a) How long was your stepmother absent from the home? (in months
or years)
(b) How old were you at the time of your stepmother's absence?
(give age range)
(c) What special arrangements, if any, were made to provide for you
(e«g* were you brought up in your home by your maternal grand-
mother, by a stepmother, brought up in her home by a paternal
aunt, sent away to boarding school, etc.)?
1?. If your original father was absent, please indicate circumstances below:
(a) How long was your father absent from the home? (in months or years)
(b) How old were you at the time of your father's absence? (give age
range)
„
(c) What special arrangements, if any, were made to provide for you
(e 0g. were you brought up in your home by your maternal grand-
mother, by a stepmother, brought up in her home by a paternal
aunt, sent away to boarding school, etc 0 )?
I80 If your stepfather was absent, please indicate circumstances
below
(a) How long was your stepfather absent from the
home? (in months or
years)
(b) How old were you at the time of your
stepfather’s absence? (give
age range) —
(r) What special arrangements, if any, were made
to provide for you
(
(e!g. were you brought up in your own home
by your maternal grand-
iotth by a Stepmother, brought up in her home by
a paternal aunt,
sent away to boarding school, etc«J? —
(GO ON
-
TO PAGE FOUR!
APPENDIX A (continued)
19« While you were growing up, did any other adults besides your parents
(and older siblings, if any) live for a year or longer in the house-
hold of which you were a part? Yes No „
If "yes" who were they? (Check) Male Female
Roomers and/or boarders
Relatives
Friend (s)
Other (PI ease Explain)
20, What is your father’s occupation? (If he is deceased, unemployed, or
retired, specify what his occupation was when he last worked. If you
are currently living with your stepfather, give his occupation.
Please be specific - e.g, sales manager in a small local corporation,
janitor, proprietor of a small retail business, plumber, skilled
laborer, sales clerk in a paint department of a large department store,
etc©)
21 o Rank the three descriptive statements - as they apply to your father’s
occupation - according to the following rating scale c ( Use each letter
rating only once .
)
a - applies the most
b - applies somewhat
c - applies the least
Work in which the most important condition for employment
is knowing how other people feel and getting along well
with them.
Work in which the most important condition for employment
is possession of technical knowledge and skills*
Work in which the most important condition for employment
is the ability to maintain speed or level of production
-
i.e. where the work requires completing a certain quota
of work within a specified period of time.
22
.
original inothex been employed at any time since you were born?
Y7s, works now ; Yes, used to work ; No, never
worked •
Has your
(Check);
(a) If "yes" , how old were you when she started
working? yrs
(b) If she is not still working, how old were you
when she stopped.
yrs*
(c) What, kind of work is/was she doing?
(d) How many days a week does/did she work? —.—
(e) What hours of the day is/was she away at
workr
—
(f) Is/was it financially necessary that your
mother work
Yes ; No •
(GO ON TO PAGE FIVE)
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(g) How does/did your mother feel about her work? (Check):
Would prefer not to work at all 93
Would prefer a different job
Is content with her job
Thoroughly enjoys her job
(h) How does /did your father feel about your mother’s working? (Check):
Would prefer that she not work at all
Would prefer her to have a different job
Is content with her working
Is very pleased that she works
23 . (a) If your original mother does not work, how does she feel
about this? (Check)
:
Would prefer to have a full time job
Would prefer to have a part time job
Is content not to work outside the home
Strongly prefers not working outside the home
(b) How does your father feel about your mother's not working?
(Check)
:
Would prefer that she work full time
Would prefer her to have a part time job
Is content to have her remain at home
Is very pleased that she does not work
2k. If your original mother works or has worked, rank the three descriptive
statements, as they apply to your mother’s occupation, according to the
following rating scale. (Use each lett er rating only oncec)
a - applies the most
b - applies somewhat
c - applies the least
Work in which the most important condition for employment is
knowing how other people feel and getting along well with
them
.
Work in which the most important condition for employment
is
possession of technical knowledge and skill So
25 .
Work in which the most important condition for employment
is
"the ability to maintain speed or level of production
- i.e.
where the work requires completing a certain quota
of wor
within a specified period of time.
Has your stepmother been employed at any time
since you were bor
(Check): Yes, works now Yes > used
worn
'
°’
n?
never
worked
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
yrs,
If "yes", how old were you when she started
working?
_
—
If she is not still working, how old
were you when she stopped?
yrs.
What kind of work is/was she doing.
How many days a week does/did she work.
(GO ON TO PAGE SIX)
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s' 9(e) What hours of the day i s/was she away at work?
(f) Is/was it financially necessary that your mother work?
Yes
;
No
.
(g) How does /did your mother feel about her work? (Check)
:
Would prefer not to work at all
Would prefer a different job
Is content with her job
Thoroughly enjoys her job
(h) How does/did your father feel about your mother’s working?
(Check)
:
Would prefer that she not work at all
Would prefer her to have a different job
Is content with her working
Is very pleased that she works
(a) If your stepmother does not work, how does she feel about this?
(Check)
:
Would prefer to have a full time job
Would prefer to have a part time job
Is content not to work outside the home
Strongly prefers not working outside the home
(b) How does your father feel about your mother's not working?
(Check)
:
Would prefer that she work full time
Would prefer her to have a part time job
Is content to have her remain at home
Is very pleased that she does not work
If your stepmother works or has worked, rank the three descriptive
statements, as they apply to your stepmother’s occupation, according
to the following rating scale. (Use each letter rating only, once.)
a - applies the most
b - applies somewhat
c - applies the least
Work in which the most important condition for employment
is knowing how other people feel and getting along well
with them.
Work in which the most important condition for employment
is possession of technical knowledge and skills.
Work in which the most important condition for
employment
is the ability to maintain speed or level of
production -
i.e. where the work requires completing a
certain quota
of work within a specified period of time.
(GO ON TO PAGE SEVEN)
28 o The following question is for females only 0
(a) Ten ygars from now, would you like to be: (Check One):
95
Harried, not working, with no children.
Married, not working, with one or more children.
Married, working part time, with no children
o
Married, working part time, with one or more children.
Unmarried career worn an 0
Married career woman with no children.
Married career woman with one Or more children.
None of the above (please explain)
__
(b) Twenty years from now, would you like to be: (Check One):
____ _ __
Married, not working, with no children.
Married, not working, with one or more children.
Married, working part time, with no children.
Married, working part time, with one or more children.
Unmarried career woman. '
Married career woman with no children.
Married career woman with one or more children.
None of the above (please explain.)
29. The following question is for both sexes. Assuming that you
will be
employed twenty years from now, please state the occupation you
would
most like to be in. Please be specific - e.g. industrial designer
for
a large corporation, public school elementary“grade teacher,
carpenter,
sales manager of a retail business, etc.
30. What occupation do you think it is most probable
that you will
be in twenty years from now (regardless of the occupation
you would
to be in)? _
,1 Which of the following aspects of a job appeals to you
mst (mark * a*),
3
which somewhat appeals to you (mark V), and which appeals to you
1 east (mark ”c w )?
Using technical knowledge and skills.
Knowing how other people feel and getting
along well with
them 0
Maintaining speed or level of production
-
" certain quota of work within a specified
period of firm-.
>
(GO ON TO PAGE EIGHT)
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32. For the following question please check the rating that indicates to
what extent each item applied to your fattier during the years when
yfLh fjuld growing up. Please circle which one vou are rati mr
Original father; Stepfather. 1 ‘
l
V ery
Frequently Frequently Sometimes Seldom
V ery
Seldom
Home for lunch*
Away from home and
children on the
weekends.
Out in the evening
at least two nights
a week.
Home afternoons
when children come
home from school.
Away from home
and children for
weeks and months
at a time.
Had breakfast
with family and
children
.
Missed supper with
children at least
two nights a week.
Away from home for
days at a time.
Home all day with
family and children.
Out in the evening at
least four nights
a week?
(GO ON TO PAGE NINE)
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V ery
Frequently Frequently Sometimes Seldom
V ery
Seldom
Liked to talk to me
and be with me much
of the timeo
Enjoyed doing things
with me.
Enjoyed working with
me in the house or
yard.
Was happy to see me
when I came home
from school
o
Had a good time at
home with me.
Saw to it that I
knew exactly what
I might or might not do.
Made me feel I was
not loved. *
Believed in showing
his love for me.
If I had certain
jobs to do, he did
not allow me to do
anything else
until the jobs were
done.
f
Thought my ideas
were silly.
(GO ON TO PAGE TEN)
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V ery
Frequently frequently Sometimes Seldom
Very
Seldom
Understood my problems
and worries and helped
with them.
Believed in correcting
and improving my be-
havior o
Wished he hadn’t had
any children.
Bugged or kissed me
good night when I
was small.
Saw to it that I
was on time coming
home from school
or for meals.
Got cross and
angry about little
things I did-
Was able to make
me feel better
when I was upset.
-
-
Insisted that I
must do exactly
as I was told.
Said I was a
big problem.
Gave me a lot
of care and
attention.
-
(G0 ON TO PAGE ELEVEN)
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33* For the following question please check the rating that indicates to 99
what extent each item applied to your mother during the years when
1-ere a child growing up. Do not give the same 'rating to each"
parent unless they were really both the same. We are particularly
interested in how one parent differed from the other. Please circle
which you are rating: Original mother; Stepmother.
V ery
Frequently frequently Sometimes Sieldom J
V ery
Seldom
Missed supper with
children at least 1
two nights a week.
Out in the evening
at least two nights
|
a week.
j
Away from home and
children for weeks
j
and months at a time.
Out in the evening
at least four
nights a week.
Home for lunch.
Home afternoons when
children came home
from school.
Had breakfast with
family and children.
Away from home and
children on the
weekends.
Home all day with
family and children*
Away from home for
days at a time.
(GO ON TO PAGE TWELVE)
.oj. a. ii v uum/j.nutJa )
-12-
100
Very
Frequently rrequently Sometimes Seldom
Very
Seldom
lad a good time at
lome with me.
Enjoyed doing things
with me.
Was happy to see me
when I came home from
school
.
Eiked to talk to me
and be with me much
of the time.
Enjoyed working with
me in the house or
yard.
Saw to it that- 1 knew
exactly what I might or
might not dOo
Gave me a lot of
care and attention.
Believed in correcting
and improving my
behavior.
Made me feel I
was not loved.
Said I was a big
probl em.
Got cross and angry
about little things
I did.
(GO ON TO PAGE THIRTEEN)
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Very
Frequently Frequently Sometimes Seldom
Very
Seldom
If I had. certain jobs
to do she did not allow
me to do anything else
until the jobs were done.
Hugged or kissed me
good night when I was
small o
Believed in showing
her love for me.
Understood my problems
and worries and helped
with them.
SawT to it that I was
on time coming home
from school or for
meals. 1
Insisted that I must
do exactly as I was
told.
Thought my ideas were
silly.
Wished she hadn’t had
any children.
Was able to make me
feel better when I
was upset
o
(G0 ON TO PAGE FOURTEEN)
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We are interested in finding out how families differ in the things that
each parent does in the home. For each question below, pick the answer
that best describes the way things have been in your family over the
past ten or twelve years* Check only one answer for each question.
Please circle which parents you are rating: Original mother; Original
father; Stepmother; Stepfather*
Which parent has taken care of meals (cooking, setting and clearing the
table, washing dishes, etc.)?
_
a. Mother did most or all of it, father never took part*
b o Mother did most of it, father helped a little.
Co Both did a lot, but mother did more than father.
do Both did about an equal amount.
e. Both did a lot, but father did more than mother.
___
f e Father did most of it, mother helped out only a little.
g 0 Father did most or all if it, mother never took part.
h o Someone else did most of i.t (other adults, children, etc.)
i 0 Neither parent did it.
35. Which parent has done most of the daily housework (vacuuming, dusting,
washing and ironing, etc.)?
a. Mother did most or all of it, father never took part.
~~
b . Mother did most of it, father helped a little.
c. Both did a lot, but mother did more than father.
d. Both did about an equal amount.
__e„ Both did a lot, but father did more than mother.
“ f 0 Father did most of it, mother helped out only a little.
~~g. Father did most or ail of it, mother never took part.
^ ^
” h. Someone else did most of it (other adults, children, etc.)
i. Neither parent did it.
36. Which parent has done most of the chores such as
mowing lawn, shoveling
snow, taking out trash or garbage, moving heavy boxes
or furniture, etc...
a. Mother did most or all if it, father never
took part.
bo Mother did most of it, father helped a little.
c. Both did a lot, but mother did. more than
father.
do Both did about an equal amount.
‘
e . Both did a lot, but father did more than
mother.
~
~f. Father did most of it, mother helped out only a
little.
Father did most or all of it, mother never
uook part.
g
l Someone else did most of it (other
adults, children, etc.)
^i. Neither parent did it.
etC ‘ )?
Mother did most or all of it, father
never took part.
Mother did most of it, father helped a
little.
Both did a lot, but mother did more
than father.
Bo-th did about an equal amount.
Neither parent did it.
a«
Jb .
c«
Id,
e.
~f
,
_h,
i,
fnr\ pit tT> PAITF. FIFTEEN)
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Which parent has taken care of the children (getting them up and putting
them to bed, arranging for visits to doctor and friends, talking to
teachers, helping with dressing, etc.)?
a« Mother did most or all of it, father never took part.
b. Mother did most of it, father helped a little.
c. Both did a lot, but mother did more than father.
d. Both did about an equal, amount.
e. Both did a lot, but father did more than mother.
f. Father did most of it, mother helped out only a little.
go Father did most or all of it, mother never took part.
ho Someone else did most of it (other adults, children, etc.)
i. Neither parent did it.
39* Who in ycur family really has had the final say about how the family
income is spent?
a. Really up to mother.
b. Mainly up to mother, but father’s opinion has counted a lot.
c. Both parents about equal, but a little more up to mother.
d. Both parents exactly equal.
_e. Both parents about equal, but a little more up to father.
_f. Mainly up to father, but mother’s opinion has counted a lot.
g. Really up to father.
h. Mainly up to somebody else besides parents.
AO. Who in your family really has had the final say about how the house is
run (use of rooms, arrangement of furniture, picking home appliances,
interior decorating, etc*)?
__ _
a. Really up to mother.
b. Mainly up to mother, but father’s opinion has counted a lot.
c. Both parents about equal, but a little more up to mother.
_d. Both parents exactly equal.
e« Both parents about equal, but a little more up to father,
f
.
Mainly up to father, but mother's opinion has counted a lot.
g. Really up to father.
h. Mainly up to somebody else besides parents.
Al. Who in your family really has had the final, say about your parents_
social and recreational activities (when to have company , whom to
invite, what invitations to accept, whether and where to go out for
an evening, where to go on a vacation, etc.)i
a. Really up to mother.
b. Mainly up to mother, but father's opinion has counted a
lot.
Co Both parents about equal, but a little more up to
mother.
d. Both parents exactly equal.
r p
e. Both parents about equal, but a little . more up to
father.
f. Mainly up to father, but mother's opinion has
counted a lot.
g. Really up to father.
h. Mainly up to somebody else besides parents.
( GO ON TO PAGE SIXTEEN)
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42. Who in your family really has had the final say about things concerning
the children (discipline, staying out late, getting special privileges,
etc . ) ?
a. Really up to mother.
bo Mainly up to mother, but father’s opinion has counted a lot.
c. Both parents about equal, but a little more up to mother.
d. Both parents exactly equal..
_e. Both parents about equal, but a little more up to father.
f. Mainly up to father, but mother’s opinion has counted a lot.
g. Really up to father.
h. Mainly up to somebody else besides parents.
43. Families differ in many ways. In some, it is mainly the father whose
interests are considered. His comfort and wishes come first. In
others, the mother’s wishes are more important. In still others, both
parents count equally. How would you say it is in your family?
a. Mother definitely more important. Her wishes and comfort
come first.
b. Both parents’ wishes and comfort important, but mother s a
little more than father's.
c. Both parents' wishes and comfort important, one no more
than the other.
.
d. Both parents’ wishes and comfort important, but
father s
a little more than mother’s. .
e . Father definitely more important. His comfort
and wishes
come first. _ , ,
f. Neither parent's wishes or comfort particularly
important
in our family.
APPENDIX B
Psychological Presence Scales
3 05
The items which compose the Nurturance (Nur), Positive
Involvement (Pos), Limit Setting (Lim), and Rejection (Rej)
Scales were selected from certain personality scales devised
by Schaefer (1965). Several of the Schaefer items selected
were modified for the purpose of this study. Items included
in the current study’s Nur and Pos Scales were selected from
Schaefer’s Acceptance, Child-centerednesd
,
and Positive Involve-
ment Scales. Those items included in the Lim Scale were based
on Schaefer’s Control, Scale items, while the Rej Scale included
items drawn from Schaefer’s Rejection Scale.
Socres for each item on each of the above mentioned scales
range from 3 (Very Seldom) to 5 (Very Frequently), with the
execution of the Rej Scale. Scores for each item on the Rej
Scale range from 3. (Very Frequently) to 5 (Very Sel.dom). Thus
a low score indicates greater rejection perceived by the subject
from his parent. This reversal in scoring is necessary so that
all four scales are scored in such a way that a low score re-
flects perceived negative parental qualities (Appendix C).
Each of these scales has a possible score range of 5-25. While
the scale items were randomly distributed in the questionnaire
presented to the subjects (see Appendix A, pages 9-10), they
are listed according to scales below.
Nurturance Scale .
Hugged or kissed me good mgnr wnen
Was able to make me feel better wher
Gave me a lot of care and attention.
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Pos itive Involvement Scale
.
Liked to talk to me and be with me much of the time.
Enjoyed doing things with me.
Enjoyed working with me in the house or yard.
Was happy to see me when I came home from school.
Had a good time at home with me.
Limit Setting Scale.
Saw to it that I knew exactly what I might or might not do.
Believed in correcting and improving my behavior.
Insisted that I must do exactly as I was told.
Saw to it that I was on time coming home from school or for meals.
If I had certain jobs to do, he did not allow me to do anything,
else until the jobs were done.
Reject ion Scale
.
Hade me feel I was not loved.
Thought my ideas were silly.
Wished he hadn’t had any children.
Got cross and angry about little things I did.
Said I was a big problem.
Dominance Scale .
The dominance scale was designed to reflect the subject’s
perception of which parent's wishes were more important and
which parent was the decision-maker in the home. The scale
consists of 5 items (See Appendix A, items 39-^3). Scores
for each item may range from 1 - 7 » where a low score indicates
maternal dominance and a high score reflects paternal dominance.
Sililarly, a low score for a subject indicates maternal dominance
and a high total score reflects paternal dominance. Scores for
this scale range from 5-33. A sample item with scale scores
is listed below:
V/ho in your family really has had the final say about
how the family income is spent?
1 Really up to mother.
2 Mainly up to mother, but father’s opinion was counted
a lot.
3 Both parents about equal, but a little more up to
mother.
4 Both parents exactly equal.
5 Both parents about equal, but a little more up
to
father.
6
_
Mainly up to father,
a lot.
but mother’s opioion has counted
~5r
Really
Mainly
up
up
to
to
father.
somebody else besides parents.
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Psychological Presenc e Scoles
During the initial phase of developing the Psychological
Presence Scales, the Nur, Pos, Lim, and Rej scales were admin
istered to a sample of 17 high school students. The data for
each subject was scored on a continuum from low to high on
each scale, with a possible range of 5-25. The distributions
are plotted below.
Po sit ive Involvement
.
Nurt
u
ranee.
Limit Setting
.
Rejection.
X
X X X
X
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X X
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An can be seen from the above distributions of scores, the
pattern of scores for the Rejection Scale differs from those
of the other 3 scales. Thus, for the final analysis of the
data, the scoring system for Rej was reversed so that the psycho-
logical meaning of a low score on this scale would be con-
gruent with those on the other 3 scales. That is, a low score
refers to negative parental qualities while a high score relates
to positive parental qualities as perceived by the subject.
APPENDIX D
iii^t^ipd; i Pfjl Validity and Independence:
Psychological Presenc e Scales
A measure of validity was undertaken for the Nur, Pos,
Ilm, and Rej Scales. Following the administration of the ex-
perimental tasks, a form which included each of the scale
descriptions and their respective items - totalling 20 items -
were given to a sample of 25 randomly selected subjects. The
20 scale items were randomly listed. Using a forced-choice
Q-sort technique, each of the subjects was asked to "sort the
following items into 4 groups, assigning 5 items to each group".
The results of the subjects* observed sorts were compared with
the item placement expected by the author for each of the 4
scales, and is listed below:
Table 1.
Subjects* Forced-choice Q-sorts
1
Pos Nur Lim Re j .
Pos 82 37 5 1 125
Nur 3? 75 11 2 125
Lim 4 10 106 5 125
Re j 2 3 3 117 125
Total 125 125 125 125 500
APPENDIX D (continued)
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For each of the 4 scales, a seperate chi square analysis
for goodness of fit was undertaken (Ferguson, 1959, l6lff. ).
Each chi square was conducted on the basi s of pooling all
disagreements (i.e. sorts which fell into the other cate-
gories). By so doing, a more conservative results is expected
since this approach reduces the degrees of freedom. The results
were as follows
:
Table 2
.
Chi Square Analy sis for Goodness of Fit
Pos
:
2
X = 12
.
16
,
d
.
f
.
= 1 p< .001
Nur i
2
X = 5.oo, d. f.‘=a A • o
Lim:
2
X =• 6o. 60
,
d.f.=l p< . 001
Rej : 2X = 95.00, d. f . =1 p< .001
Thus, even with pooling, there was a significant number of
sorts within each category which corresponded with the prior
criterion established by the author. Even higher chi squares
were obtained when each category was employed within each
analysis. Hence it can be safely assumed that each of the scales
are valid measures of the construct definitions attributed to
them.
In order to determine the independence of the content of
the scales, further chi squares were conducted (Ferguson, 1959,
l65ff
. ) . Seperate analyses were conducted for all possible
comparisons. As can be seen below, all scales are significantly
independent of each other, even when the "disagree" sorts or
categories are collapsed or pooled
.
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Table 3_v
Chi Square Analysis
fop Ind ependence of Content
Pos - Nur: x
2
= 16.48, d.f.=l p<.001
Pos - Lims x
2
= 65.95, d.f.=l p<.001
2
Pos - Re j j x = 95.06, d.f.=l p<. 00l
Nur - Lim: x = 43.46, d.f.=l p<.001
Nur ~ Rej: x2 = 80. 96
,
d.f.=l p <.001
Lim - Re j : x =154.86, d.f.=l p<.001
APPENDIX E
Quant ita tive Pres ence Sca le
The Quantitative Presence Scale is a revision of one of
the sub-scales provided by Winch in his Family Life Inventory
(1962, 160). The scale concists of 10 items relating to the
degree of parental absence-presence during the subject's child-
hood, Six of the 10 items refer to parental absence, while the
remaining 4 relate to parental presence. These items are ranked
on a continuum from low presence (rank of 1) to high presence
(rank of 10). The author's rankings were compared with the rat-
ings of 6 independent judges resulting in a reliability coeff-
icient significant at the .01 level, one-tailed (r=.99^). In
addition to ranking the 10 items, a 5 point range of scores
(from "Very Frequently" to "Very Seldom") was provided for each
item (See Page 8, Appendix A). The ranking of the 10 items is
as follows
:
Rank Item
Away from home and children for weeks and months at
a time.
2, Away from home for days at a time.
3, Away from home and children on weekends.
4, Out in the evening at least four nights a week.
c\ out in the evening at least two nights a week.
Missed supper with children, at least two nights a week.
7* Had breakfast with family and children.
8. Home for lunch. i
Home afternoons when children came home from scnool,
10*. Home all day with family and children.
The final scoring system devised, which takes into account
the 10 point ranking as well as the 5 point rating
dimension,
provided an internal range of numbers progressing from 1-J°*
Items referring to parental absence (1-6) were
scored from low
to high. Progressing from a ranking of 1 to
a ranking of 6, the
APPENDIX E (continued)
113
resulting scores for those items in the "Very Frequently"
column were 1-6 respectively. Again progressing from a rank-
ing of j. to a ranking of 6, the resulting scores for those items
in the "Frequently" column were 7-12 respectively. Similarly,
the scores for the same 6 ranks in the "Sometimes" column were
13-18, for the "Seldom" column were 19-24, and for the "Very
Seldom" column were 25-30.
Since items ranked 7-10 refer to presence, the scores
relating to the 5 point rating dimension were reversed. That
is, progressing from the ranking of 7 to the rank of 10, the
resulting scores for those Items in the "Very Seldom" column
were given socres of 31-34 respectively. Again, progressing from
the item ranked 7 to the item ranked 10, the resulting scores
for these items in the "Seldom" column were 35-38 respectively.
Similarly, the scores for the same 4 ranks in the "Sometimes"
column were 39-42, for the "Frequently" column were 43-46, and
for the "Very Frequently" column were 47-50.
In summary, the above procedure resulted in absent items
(1-6) rated "Very Frequently" by the subject received the lowest
scores, whereas present items (7-10) checked "Very Frequently"
received the highest scores.
Turning to the possible scores on this scale, the range
extends from a possible low score of 151 to a high score of 359-
More specifically, a score of 151 would indicate a parent
perceived as very frequently absent (V.F. . 1-6), arad very
seldom
present in the home (V.Sd. ,?-10) : a score of 203
would indicate
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that the subject perceived the parent as frequently absent
(F* »' and seldom present (Sd.
, 7-10) 5 a score of 255 in-
dicates that the subject perceived his parent as sometimes
absent (St. ,1-6), and sometimes present (St. ,7-10); a score
of 307 would indicate a parent seen as seldom absent (Sd. ,1-6),
and frequently present ( F. ,7-10); and finally, a score of 359
would reflect the subject’s view of his parent as very seldom
absent (V.Sd.
,
1-6) and very frequently present (V. P.,7-10).
Hence it can be seen from the above that this sca.le provides
a continuous measure from relative absence to relative presence.
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The Adjectiv e Check List t Masculinity-Femin inity Scale
The Masculinity-Femininity Scale recently devised by
Gough and Heilbrun (1964) is based on a set of self-descrip-
tive adjectives which are included in the standardly admin-
istered Adjective Check List. The authors indicated that this
scale can "reliably discriminate between masculine college
males and feminine college females. The 54 adjectives were
scaled and normed. in T-score units with a college mean for
males and females set at 50 and SD at 10. Higher scores (> 5 0
)
indicate greater masculinity for both sexes, lower scores
(<50 ) greater femininity" (1964,353)*
The scoring procedure entailed totalling up the masculine
adjectives checked and the feminine adjectives checked. Each
masculine adjective checked received a score of +1, while
feminine adjectives were given a score of -1. The total raw
score for the scale was the algebraic sum of pluses and minuses.
The "masculine" and "feminine" adjectives included in this
scale, as well as the T-score conversion table are included on
the following pages.
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T Conversion Table .for He.ilbrun’s ACL
Maf»cul:bi:tty~Feid.niiiity Scale
(College S’c)
MAXES FEMAJjSS
Raw Lav:
. Raw Raw
Score T Score T Score T Score T
28 95 0 51 28 125
J
0 69
27 9k -1 50 27 123 -1 67
26 92 ~2 ii8 26 121 -2 65
25 90 -3 h6 25 119 -3 63
2h 89 -h h5 21; 117 -I4 6l
23 87 -5 li3 23 115 •5 59
22 86 -6 h2 22 113 -6 . 57
21 81
1
•*7 ho 21 .111 -7 55
20 63 -8 39 20 109 -8 53
19 81 -9 37 19 107 -9 5l
18 • 79 -10 35 18 105 -10' h9
17 78 -11 3h 17 103 -11 l;7.
16 • 76 •0.2 32 16 101 -12 liU
15 • 75 -13 31 15 99 -13 !j2
111 - 73 -1)4 29 lh 97 •Oil ho
13 •* 72 -15 28 13 95 -15 38
12 • 70 •0.6 26 12 93 -l6 16
11 •« 68 —17 2li 11 91 -17 3h
10 - 67 -18 23 10 89 -18 32
9 - 65 -19 21 9 87 -19 30
8 • 6h -20 20 8 85 -20 28
7 62 -21 18 7 .83 -21 26
6 • 61 -22 17 6 . 81 -22 2)4
- 5 59 -23 15 5 79 -23 22
h 57 —2I4 13 h 77 «2i>
• 20
3 56 -25 12 3 75 -25 18
2 5)i 2 73
1 53
' 1 71
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Indicative (plus ) Adjective;
'{Masculine)'
aggressive
arrogant
assertive
autocratic
conceited
confident
cynical
deliberate
dominant
enterprising
forceful
foresighted
• frank
handsome
hard-headed
industrious
ingenious
inventive
masculine
opportunistic
outspoken
self-confident
sharp-witted
shrewd
stern
strong
tough
vindictive
Contraindiea ti vo (ininns Vvdjcctiv o s
(Feminine )
appreciative
considerate
contented
cooperative
dependent
emotional
excitable
fearful
feminine
fi ckle
forgiving
friendly
frivolous
helpful
jolly
_
modest
praising
sensitive
sentimental
sincere
submissive
sympathetic
talkative
timid
warm
worrying
APPENDIX G
118
Intorcorrelat ions of Psychological Presence
and Quant itative Presence Scale s/
Quant -P Nur Pos Lim Re j Dom
Vf .ji. *
Quant -P 1.00 .165 . 273
*
.180
. 127 u~\0001
-x- *
Nur 1.00
. 725* . 268* . 574* -.050
•W *
Pos 1.00 .203
• 5758
s
—1O•1
Lim 1. 00 -.047 £>-f—1•
He j 1.00 .011
Dom 1.00
*p<. 05
**p<. 01
***p<. 001
d
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Cel l n 1 s for the Low
,
Medium, and High Group
Div is ions of the Psycholog ical Presence and
~ Quantitative Presence Scales.
Low Medium High
Nurturanee (Nur
)
60 66 46
Positive Involvement (Pos) 51 58 63
Rejection (Rej) 49 52 71
Limit Setting (Lim) 53 67 52
Dominance (Dorn) 54 68 50
Combined Psychological
(
Psy _NpR \
Presence 45 ?4
53
Combined Psychological (p sy-DL)
Presence
60 70 42
Psychological Presence (p sy-T0T)
Total
59 44 69
Quantitative Presence (Quant-P) 53 66
53
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APPENDIX.
L
Talbe 1L
Analysis of Variance of Sen Scores for Ss at
Three Levels of Paternal Positive Involvement.
Source of Variance df SS MS F
Total 171 288497. 00
Error 169 34081 . 96 201. 67
Pos 2 928.94 464.47 2 . 30*
*p<. 10
Table 2L
Analysis of Variance of H-F Scores for Ss at
Three Levels of Paternal Positive Involvement.
Source of Variance df SS MS
Total 1?1 389923.00
Error 169 13803.80 81.68
Pos 2 389.^3 19^.71
*p<.10
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APPENDIX L (continued)
Table 3L
Newman Keuls Analyses of M-F and
Sen Scores for Ss at Three Levels
of Paternal Positive Involvement
Group Means Diff
.
Between Mean s
Dependent Low Med Hi
Va riable POS(l) PQS(2) P0S(3) d(l,2) d(2,3) d( l,3
)
M-F 46.90 48.53 44.95 1.63 3.6? 1.95
Sen 35. 4-7 37.95 4l.l6 2.48 3.21 5.69
APPENDIX M'
Table 1M
i
Analysis of Variance of Per AdJ Scores for Ss at
Three Levels of Paternal Limit Setting.
Source of Variance df SS MS F
Total 171 353871.00
Error 169 17353.88 102.69
Lim 2 438.00 219.00 2.13*
*p<. 20
Table 2M
Analysis of Variance of Soc Scores for Ss at
Three Levels of Paternal Limit Setting.
Source of Variance df S3 MS F
Total 171 365446. 00
Error 169 1
.
8803.76 111.26
Lim 2 498.89 249.44 2. 24*
*p<.20
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Table 3
M
Newman ICeuls Analyses of Per Adj
and Soc Scores for Ss at Three Levels
of Paternal Limit Setting
Group" Means Diff. Between Means
Dependent
UrI
Low
.u p nca.
Med
HO
Hi
S. J- X « V WOW A
d (1.2) d(2,3) d(l , 3)Variable LIM (1) LIM (2) LIM (3 )
Per Ad
j
42. 11 45.96 44.11 3.85 1.88 1.97
42.74 46.80 44.52 4.06 2.28 1.78
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Table IN
Analysis of Variance of Fem Scores for Ss at
Three Levels of Paternal Dominance.
Source of Vara I nee df SS MS
«
F
Total 17-1 449933. 00
Error 169 12867.11 76.14
Dom 2 339.79 169.89 2.23*
*p<.20
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APPENDIX N (continued)
Table 2N
Neuman Keuls Analysis of Fem
Scores for Ss at Three Levels of
Paternal Dominance
Group Means Diff. Between Means
Dependent
Variable
VJ J
Low
DOM (1
)
L UUjJ i [ j.
Med.
DOM (2)
o
Hi
DOM (3) d (1 , 2 ) 4(2.3) 4(1*2)
Fem 43.37 50.97 51.78 2.60 .81 3.41
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